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to hearing the results of this investiga-
tion. I think it should be on the front
burner.
f

TAX INITIATIVE

Mr. SMITH. Let me also say in re-
gard to the tax initiative that the Sen-
ator brought up a few moments ago,
this again goes to the heart and soul of
the differences between our two par-
ties.

George Bush said recently on na-
tional television that it might be nice
if the American people just gave—it
has not happened since 1952—one party,
in this case the Republican Party, the
opportunity to govern. The Democrats
have had that opportunity once under
Clinton, under Carter, to do it, and we
did not see the debt go down. We did
not see deficits diminish. On the con-
trary, we saw the opposite. Give us a
shot at it. If we do not do well, throw
us out. That is fair. Give us a shot.
That is what President Bush said.

There is such a dramatic difference.
How many times have we heard the de-
bate from our friends on the other side
that somehow growth is bad, making a
profit is evil, that there is something
wrong with that; and yet at the same
time this debate occurs we see dollars
being taken away, almost stolen, from
the families of America. So we promote
big government with the dollars taken
from our families and at the same time
denying them the opportunity to do
the things that they would like to do
for themselves, including education,
getting a job, and being able to be pro-
ductive in society.

There are no jobs, as the Senator
pointed out, if there is no growth in
America and if there is no opportunity
for businesses to create those jobs.
Government should not be in the busi-
ness of creating jobs. The economy—
business—should be creating jobs. That
is what we are all about.

Somehow we have gotten into this
debate that it is evil for anybody to
make any money. I am pleased to hear
when people make money. It delights
me because I know somebody is getting
dollars when somebody is making
money.

The Senator brought up the point
about the luxury tax, which I am proud
to say I opposed and voted against,
where all the people who built boats
and luxury cars lost their jobs because
of the tax increase, and people did not
buy then.

When are we going to get the mes-
sage that the greatness of America—we
grew more at any time in the history
when we did not have an income tax.
Again, it is taking dollars. If all of the
dollars that have been taken away
from the American families throughout
especially the last 40 or 50 years—if it
worked, welfare would have been a suc-
cess. We would not have all the crime
we have today. We would not have to
be spending money on crime or on wel-
fare and other things that we find we
are not satisfied with in America. The

truth is, it has not worked. Since it has
not worked, we should try something
new.

What we have—and you hear the
American people say they are tired of
the gridlock, the deadlock, tired of you
fighting with each other. Again, the
issue here is standing for principle,
standing up for principle, because we
believe deep in our hearts that these
principles we espouse are right, they
are correct, and we need to move this
President. He is not moving. We under-
stand that. If he is not moving, and we
go as far as we go, we go to the Amer-
ican people, and essentially the deci-
sion is, very simply, we either move on
with more debt and more deficits, or
we move toward more growth, more
economic prosperity, and more reve-
nues to the Treasury, as the Senator
pointed out.

Again, going back to the issue of mis-
sile defense, same thing—two very,
very, important issues, if not the two
most important issues that we face
today in America, and a President with
a distinctly different position than the
House and the Senate.

I really want to compliment the Sen-
ator from Arizona, who is now in the
chair, and the Senator from Oklahoma
for two very, very worthwhile points in
bringing to the attention of the Senate
—although it is in the middle of the de-
bate on a farm bill. Sometimes when
other Senators are not here to partici-
pate in that debate, we have the oppor-
tunity, under Senate rules, to make
these points. They are excellent points.
I want to compliment both Senators.

I yield the floor. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

AGRICULTURAL MARKET
TRANSITION ACT OF 1996

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the bill.

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, may I in-
quire, what is the pending business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
pending business is S. 1541.

AMENDMENT NO. 3184

(Purpose: To provide a substitute
amendment)

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I send an
amendment to S. 1541 to the desk. In
doing so, let me say this amendment is
in behalf of myself, Senator LEAHY,
Senator LUGAR, Senator BREAUX, Sen-
ator DOLE, Senator JOHNSTON, Senator
COCHRAN, Senator GRAHAM of Florida,
Senator GRASSLEY, Senator JEFFORDS
and Senator MCCONNELL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
The Senator from Idaho [Mr. CRAIG], for

Mr. LEAHY, for himself, Mr. CRAIG, Mr.

LUGAR, Mr. BREAUX, Mr. DOLE, Mr. JOHN-
STON, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Mr. JEFFORDS and Mr. MCCONNELL, pro-
poses an amendment numbered 3184.

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Amend-
ments Submitted.’’)

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I send a
cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the sub-
stitute amendment to S. 1541, the farm bill.

Larry E. Craig, James M. Jeffords, Don
Nickles, John H. Chafee, Robert F.
Bennett, Thad Cochran, Ted Stevens,
Trent Lott, Richard G. Lugar, Craig
Thomas, Alan Simpson, John Warner,
Larry Pressler, Dan Coats, Connie
Mack, Kay Bailey Hutchison.

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, for the in-
formation of all Senators, this cloture
and another one I filed earlier will
occur back-to-back beginning at 1:30 on
Thursday.

Mr. CRAIG addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Idaho is recognized.
Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, the

amendment that has just been filed for
Senator LEAHY and myself and others
is a substitute to S. 1541 as I earlier in-
troduced this afternoon. This sub-
stitute is an effort to put together a bi-
partisan coalition of Senators with all
of us very intent on producing farm
legislation as soon as possible to do ex-
actly what I talked about doing earlier
today; that is, sending a clear message
to the agricultural community of this
country as to the certainty and the
timing of key farm bill legislation.
There are a variety of adjustments in
the substitute—the language which
deals with $100 million per year in addi-
tional mandatory funding for crop-ori-
ented conservation cost-sharing pro-
grams similar to S. 854 that was intro-
duced by Senator LUGAR and LEAHY
earlier this year.

There is a grazing lands conservation
initiative program which will encour-
age innovative rangeland management
techniques across the country. Cer-
tainly in my State of Idaho and other
States, this can be a valuable resource
in improving livestock grazing lands.
State technical commitments would
make it possible for farmers to serve
on these committees where they now
do not have standing.

There are some nutritional reauthor-
izations that would reauthorize food
stamps and other nutritional programs
for the period of time of this legisla-
tion. Much of this will be corrected and
adjusted when the House, the Senate,
and the President agree on welfare leg-
islation.
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There is a Northeast dairy compact

provision in there to allow New Eng-
land States to implement a price en-
hancement compact. We wish we could
have gone further. The House acted
yesterday on dairy legislation. Cer-
tainly in conference, it is my hope that
we can refine and clarify dairy policy
inside the farm bill for the coming
year. The dairy industry of our country
has worked now for the last 6 months
with the House and the Senate Agri-
culture Committees to arrive at a com-
promise that reduces the overall budg-
et profile for dairy programs and cre-
ates greater flexibility in the program.
We hope that can get accomplished.
Certainly there is a conservation foun-
dation in this program that creates a
nonprofit foundation to promote con-
servation. I know this has been some-
thing Senator LEAHY has worked at for
a good number of years.

There is legislation in here also to
deal with wetlands and the Florida Ev-
erglades issue. There is a concern that
I will express for the RECORD that deals
with this section as it applies to the
program and the restoration of these
vital wetlands in Florida. There is a
provision for eminent domain. I think
it is very important that the RECORD
show that this Senator and many oth-
ers recognize that authority of the
Government, but also recognize under
a former Executive order on March 15,
1988, signed by President Reagan, that
Federal departments and agencies
must consider the takings implication
and deal with willing seller-willing
buyer. I certainly, through the balance
of this legislation, activities, debate,
and in the conference, will work with
the Senators from Florida to assure
that in all instances we have a willing
seller-willing buyer relationship as the
State of Florida and the Senators from
that State work to maintain the Flor-
ida Everglades and any consideration
there with private property acquisition
for the purpose of enhancement of the
Everglades. All of us want to see that
valuable natural resource protected.
But at the same time, it is very impor-
tant that the right of the private prop-
erty owner be maintained.

Mr. President, I chair the Private
Property Rights Caucus here on the
Hill. We just brought out of the Judici-
ary Committee the private property
rights bill that I think is sweeping in
its protection of private property
rights. It sets the Government on no-
tice. Certainly this legislation, if that
act would become law, would fall sub-
ject to that new law. That would be im-
portant.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there now be a
period for the transaction of morning
business with Senators permitted to
speak for up to 5 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

THE BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, before
discussing today’s bad news about the
Federal debt, how about ‘‘another go,’’
as the British put it, with our pop quiz.
Remember—one question, one answer.

The question: How many millions of
dollars in a trillion? While you are
thinking about it, bear in mind that it
was the U.S. Congress that ran up the
enormous Federal debt that is now
about $13 billion shy of $5 trillion.

To be exact, as of the close of busi-
ness Tuesday, January 30, the total
Federal debt—down to the penny—
stood at $4,987,589,544,052.52. Another
depressing figure means that on a per
capita basis, every man, woman and
child in America owes $18,931.32.

Mr. President, back to our quiz (how
many million in a trillion?): There are
a million million in a trillion, which
means that the Federal Government
will shortly owe five million million
dollars.

Now who’s not in favor of balancing
the Federal budget?

f

TIME TO PRIVATIZE THE WILLIAM
LANGER PLANT

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, late
Friday evening the Senate passed by
voice vote S. 1544, a bill of mine to per-
mit the conveyance of the William
Langer Plant to the Job Development
Authority of the city of Rolla, ND. The
bill is crucial to the immediate eco-
nomic future of the plant, which is why
I sought its expedited approval. I am
glad to say that my good friend and
senior colleague from North Dakota,
Senator CONRAD, cosponsored S. 1544,
which now goes over to the House.

Most of my colleagues have probably
never been to Rolla, and do not know
what the Langer Plant is, or what it
has been doing over the past several
decades. So let me describe the back-
ground and purpose of my bill.

The Langer Plant has roots in the
cold war. Back in the 1950’s, our de-
fense leadership realized that we
lacked the ability to produce jewel
bearings, which are finely machined
bits of carborundum and were crucial
components in military avionics sys-
tems. So the Congress located a jewel
bearing plant in our State, because of
our strategic location in the middle of
the country. The Langer Plant has
been making jewel bearings as a gov-
ernment-owned, contractor-operated
facility since the 1950’s.

My colleagues should also know that
the plant is a few miles from the Turtle
Mountain Indian Reservation. Of the
plant’s 100 or so employees remaining
after a downsizing, about 60 percent are
Native American. The Langer Plant
brings crucial skilled jobs to an eco-
nomically depressed area.

However, changing technology means
that the National Defense Stockpile no
longer needs to buy jewel bearings. The
Defense Department has now reported
the plant to the General Services Ad-

ministration as surplus property.
Those of my colleagues who are dealing
with base closures and defense
downsizing know that this situation
presents Rolla with a crisis and an op-
portunity.

The future of this factory depends on
its ability to become a commercial
manufacturer. Normal surplus property
rules would require the GSA to sell the
plant for fair market value. The prob-
lem is that no local entity can afford
the plant, which had an original cost of
$4.2 million. The plant itself is not now
healthy enough in a business sense to
finance its own acquisition by a new
management team.

In fact, the plant’s economic position
is so tenuous that the plant will likely
run out of money in March, because it
has not had a chance to build a strong
commercial customer base. The plant
has worked hard to cut costs, and it
has already had to cut its workforce by
30 percent. I am deeply concerned that
the plant may fold before it can be auc-
tioned.

My colleagues will understand that
as a government-owned facility, the
plant is not able to compete freely, nor
is it eligible for the kind of small busi-
ness or economic development assist-
ance that is available to private sector
firms. However, once conveyed, the
plant will be in a position to aggres-
sively seek commercial contracts and
assistance from the State and other
agencies.

I would like to stress to the Senate
that the Rolla community, the State of
North Dakota, the Turtle Mountain
Band of Chippewa, and the local busi-
ness community have been working
hard to ensure that the plant makes a
successful transition to the private sec-
tor. The local community is united be-
hind the plan to transfer the Plant to
the Job Development Authority of the
city of Rolla. Of course, the convey-
ance is conditional on the community
and the General Services Administra-
tion reaching a mutually acceptable
legal agreement on the conveyance.
But I am confident that the GSA and
the community can reach that agree-
ment swiftly.

Let me also remind my colleagues
that in September the Senate approved
by voice vote an amendment of mine to
the defense authorization bill that was
exactly identical to the bill that we
passed on Friday. So this is the second
time that the Senate has approved this
legislation.

Let me thank the Chair and ranking
member of the Governmental Affairs
Committee, Senators STEVENS and
GLENN, for their support of this bill.
And the Chair and ranking member of
the Armed Services Committee, Sen-
ators THURMOND and NUNN, have been
helpful to me for almost half a year
now. Senator MCCAIN has also assisted
in expediting this conveyance. I am
deeply grateful to all five senators and
their staffs for the support and assist-
ance they have given me on this mat-
ter.
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